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INTRODUCTION 


Acoustic emission (AE) refers to the generation, propagation 
and detection of transient stress waves in materials as they undergo 
deformation or fracture- The stress waves propagate to the surface 
of the structure where they may be detected by an ultrasonic 
transducer. The output of the transducer is electronically processed 
and the resulting signal is interpreted as the "AE" signal. Acoustic 
emission has been found useful as a nondestructive evaluation (NDE) 
technique for the structural integrity assessment of metallic and 
nonmetallic structures [1-9]. 

In ultrasonic testing (UT) an ultrasonic stress wave is 
introduced into a structure and is measured after it has propagated 
through the structure [10] . Various NDE parameters based on UT have 
been found useful for the integrity assessment of structures. One 
such parameter is the through-thickness attenuation of the material 
which is a measure of the decrease in the amplitude of the stress 
wave as it propagates through the structure [8, 11-16]. Another 
UT parameter is called the "stress wave factor" [17,18] which 
involves the introduction of an ultrasonic spike into the structure 
and the reception of the resulting wave, with the transmitting and 
receiving transducers located on the same face of the structure [15]. 

The term acoustic-ultrasonic (AU) testing refers to NDE 
techniques that encompass both AE and UT. Many factors affect AU 
test results, such as specimen material and geometry, transducer 
characteristics, and measurement equipment. The objective of this 
work is to illustrate the enormous effects which specimen resonances 
can have on AU testing. 

The frequency response of a solid aluminum block test specimen 
to the fracture of a mechanical pencil lead and the impact of two 
different diameter spheres are obtained from two different 
receiving transducer locations. Resonant frequencies and the 
corresponding normal mode nodal patterns of the block specimen are 
measured. The frequency spectra resulting from the fractures of 
the pencil lead and the impacts of the spheres are examined to 
determine the influence of the resonant frequencies and the 
corresponding mode shapes on these spectra. 

Denny Miller, Frank Higgins and Mln-Chung Jan let us use their 
facilities at the Engineering Research Center of Western Electric 
at Princeton, New Jersey. 
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SUMMARY OF LITERATURE ACKNOWLEDGING SPECIMEN RESONANCES 


Frequency spectral analyses of signals obtained from AU testing 
provide an alternative to the commonly measured AU parameters 
[19-22]. From studies of spectral analyses, two major factors have 
emerged as significant Influences on AU spectra: transducer 

frequency characteristics and test specimen resonances. Transducer 
resonance effects on AU signals have generally been well recognized 
and accepted. Specimen resonance effects, on the other hand, have 
frequently not been considered, and In many cases apparently not 
recognized. 

A review of the AU literature that has acknowledged specimen 
resonances Is given In [23]. The effects of specimen resonances have 
been considered by a few authors In the frequency spectral analyses 
of AE signals [24-30] and UT signals [28]. Theoretical estimations 
of specimen resonances have been based on simplified models of the 
structure [24,25,27,28,30]. No experimental confirmation of 
specimen resonances has been reported, however. In most cases, the 
frequency domain resolution has not been provided. Even In those 
cases where It has been given, the resolution Is too crude, making 
It difficult to resolve distinct specimen resonances. Material and 
specimen descriptions, type of test, transducer type, transducer 
location, frequency domain representation, AU meaisurement system 
frequency range capability, frequency range reported, frequency 
domain resolution, theoretical calculation of specimen resonances, 
experimental confirmation of specimen resonances, and effects of 
transducer location for each reviewed paper have been sunmarlzed 
In a single table In [23]. 
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TEST SPECIMEN. EQUIPMENT. AND EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURES 


TEST SPECIMEN 


The test specimen was a square solid block of 6061-T6 alumlntm 
(dimensions are shown in Fig, 1). The surface had a smooth ground 
finish (approximately equal to a 166 finish as measured with a 
Mlcrofinlsh Comparltor). The block was set on a 2.54 cm (1 in) wide, 
2.54 cm (1 In) thick, 25.4 x 25.4 cm (10 x 10 In) square rubber base 
for support and Isolation. The block was supported on the rubber 
base for all experiments. 


SPECDignRES PONSE TO raACTDM LEAD AND IMPACT OF SPHERES 

Equipment 


The equipment used for the Input signal generation and the 
subsequent recording and processing of the transducer output signal 
Included a receiving transducer (Panametrlcs Model V109 longitudinal 
type, seilsltivlty of -115 dB relative to 1 V/uBar In the vicinity of 
0.1 MHz); a mechanical pencil lead fracture apparatus; 0.5 mm (0.02 In) 
diameter pencil lead (Pentel type HB) ; sphere release apparatus; 
spheres (stainless steel ball bearings, 0.159 cm (1/16 In) and 
0.318 cm (1/8 In) diameter); filter (Rockland Systems Model 442 
Dual Hl/Lo with a built-in amplifier) ; attenuator (Hewlett Packard 
Model 355C VHF and Hewlett Packard Model 355D VHP connected In series); 
epoxy (Devcon 5-minute 5-205) for mounting the receiving transducers; 
and a digital recording system. A schematic of the experimental 
system Is shown in Fig. 2, where the sphere release apparatus Is 
Illustrated as the source of the Input signal. 

The digital recording system was designed and assembled at 
Western Electric's Engineering Research Center In Princeton, New 
Jersey. The system consisted of an 8-blt analog to digital converter 
interfaced to the direct memory access channel of a microcomputer 
(Cromemco) . The maximum memory size available per signal was 
64 K bytes (1 K byte « 1024 bytes) . The system had a pre-trigger 
retaining 80 sample points prior to triggering to be Included with 
the recorded signal. Off-line digital signal processing was 
conducted on a Digital Equipment VAX coiq>uter at MIT. 


Procedure for Signal Conditioning 


All signals were sampled at a rate of 1 MHz (one sanq>le per 
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microsecond) using 64 K bytes of computer memory per signal, making 
each recorded signal 65.536 msec in duration. The trigger level was 
fixed for all measurements corresponding to 16 mV after total system 
amplification (amplification minus attenuation) . 

The signals were bandpass filtered from 10 to 280 kHz prior 
to analog to digital conversion. The hlghpass cutoff frequency of 
10 kHz was chosen to eliminate any low frequency noise that might 
have resulted from machine or environmental sources. The lowpass 
cutoff of 280 kHz was chosen because it more than acconmodated the 
predicted frequency components of the sphere impacts [23] based on 
the Hertz theory of impact [34,35], and it also satisfied the 
antialiasing requirement of allowing no frequency components greater 
than or equal to 500 kHz (the aliasing frequency [31-33]). For 
consistency and ease of comparison with frequency spectra due to 
sphere impacts , the pencil lead fracture signals were sampled with 
identical settings although the pencil lead fracture may contain 
a broader frequency spectrum [36,37]. The total system amplifications 
(amplification minus attenuation) for the pencil lead fracture, 

0.159 cm (1/16 in) sphere Impact, and 0.318 cm (1/8 in) sphere impact 
were 31, 34, and 21 dB, respectively, for both locations 1 and 2. 
(Refer to Fig. 1.) 


Procedure for Pencil Lead Fracture 


The transducer was mounted at output transducer location 1 
(Fig. 1) with the epoxy. The mechanical pencil lead fracture 
apparatus which held the pencil on a rack and pinion assembly 
was positioned over the center of the block. The angle of 
inclination of the pencil, with respect to the vertical, was fixed 
at 40 degrees. This angle was chosen, by trial and error, to 
reduce sliding of the pencil lead across the block surface as 
the pencil was being lowered prior to fracture. This angle also 
allowed the fractured piece of lead to leave the block surface 
without bouncing, thus avoiding a second input signal. The 
pencil lead was extended approximately 2.5 mm (0.10 in). The 
pencil was positioned such that the tip of the extended lead 
aligned with the center of the input location (See Fig- 1). 

The pencil lead was fractured by lowering the pencil on th rack 
and pinion assembly using a rapid, smooth turn of the pinion 
gear. Care was taken to prevent the metal sleeve on the 
mechanical pencil tip from touching the block surface. The 
surface of the block was wiped clean with an acetone moistened 
cloth after each fracture. The pencil lead fracture was 
repeated a total of five times for output transducer location 1. 

The pencil lead fracture tests were repeated for the receiving 
transducer mounted at output transducer location 2 (See Fig, 1). 
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Procedure for Sphere Impact 


The sphere release apparatus which held the ball bearing with 
an electromagnet was positioned over the block. The 0.159 cm 
(1/16 in) diameter sphere was placed at a fixed location on the 
bottom side of the electromagnet. The center of the sphere was 
adjusted to height of 1.5 cm (0.59 in) from the surface of the 
block and aligned with the input location (See Fig. 1). The 
sphere was released from the electromagnet by depression of a 
switch. The sphere and block surface were cleaned with acetone after 
each impact* The first bounce of the 0,159 cm (1/16 in) sphere 
Impact was recorded, for a total of five tests, at output 
transducer location 1. 

The 0.318 cm (1/8 in) diameter sphere impacts were performed 
and recorded using the same procedures as for the 0.159 cm (1/16 in) 
sphere. 

The procedures for the 0.159 cm (1/16 in) and 0.318 cm (1/8 in) 
sphere impacts were repeated for the receiving transducer mounted 
at output transducer location 2 (See Fig. 1) . 


MEASUREMENT OF NATURAL MODE SHAPES 
Equipment 


The equipment used for the measurement of nodal patterns and 
the outputvoltage amplitude of the receiving transducer included 
a signal generator (Tektronix Model FG 501) ; an oscilloscope 
(Tektronix Model 502A dual-beam) ; a digital frequency counter 
(Hewlett Packard Model 5381A 80 MHz) ; a source transducer 
(Panametrics Model V112 longitudinal type, sensitivity of less 
than -100 dB relative to 1 V/pBar in the vicinity of 0.1 MHz); 
a receiving transducer (Panametrics Model V109 longitudinal type) ; 
epoxy (Devcon 5-minute 5-205) for mounting the input transducers; 
and an output transducer-specimen interface couplant (Acoustic 
Emission Technology SC-6). A schematic of the experimental system 
is shown in Fig. 3. 


Procedure for Measurement of Nodal Patterns 


The nodal patterns were measured by the following procedure. 

A grid of 2.54 cm (1 in) squares was drawn on the top and one side 
of the block for spatial reference. The source transducer was 
epoxied in place at the input location (Fig. 1) on the top surface 
of the block. The top and one side of the block were coated with 
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a thin layer of couplant. The receiving transducer was placed on 
the top of the block close to, but not touching, the source transducer. 
The signal generator was set for a 15 V peak-to-peak sinusoidal output 
to the source transducer. The signal generator was tuned, while 
watching the oscilloscope, so that the maximum amplitude of the 
receiving transducer signal in proximity of the selected resonant 
frequency was obtained. The frequency at the maximum an?)litude was 
recorded and maintained at this value throughout the measurement 
of the nodal pattern. 

The output signal of the receiving transducer, displayed on the 
oscilloscope, was oriented so that a peak of the sinusoid was in 
the center of the screen. This orientation of the signal was 
arbitrarily assigned a positive phase. The receiving transducer 
was slowly moved across the top and side of the block while watching 
the oscilloscope. If a trough of the sinusoid shifted to the center 
of the screen a change of phase was noted on a sketch of the block 
with a corresponding grid pattern. The change of phase, positive 
to negative (peak to trough) or vice versa, indicated a nodal line 
had been crossed. After the receiving transducer had been made 
to transverse the top and side sxirfaces conqjletely and all of the 
encountered phase shifts noted, the locations of the phase shifts 
were connected by smooth curves on the corresponding sketch. The 
resulting nodal pattern, consisting of the nodal lines, was confirmed 
experimentally by the presence of phase shifts at the expected 
locations. The nodal patterns for 16.42, 17.46, 21.11, 40.37, 

50.95, and 75.64 kHz were obtained. 
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 


TIME AND FREQUENCY DOMAIN REPRESENTATIONS 


Time domain and frequency domain representations of the output 
signals are discussed in this section. All signal amplitudes, in the 
time domain and in the frequency domain, discussed are post-transducer 
amplitudes; that is, after the removal of the total system amplification 
from the recorded signals. 

Time domain signals of the pencil lead fractures and sphere impacts 
were similar [23] . The signals had a general an 5 >lltude decay in time. 
The initial maximum peak-to-peak amplitude of the signals was of the 
order of 3 mV. After 30 msec, the maximum peak-to-peak amplitude of 
the signals was of the order of 0.05 mV. 

The discrete Fourier transform (DFT) was calculated for the 
pencil lead fracture signal obtained at output transducer location 1 
using 65536 points (65.536 msec) and again on the same signal using 
32768 points (32.768 msec), or the first half of the recorded data 
points [38]. The magnitude spectrum calculated using 32768 points was 
slightly smoother in appearance than the spectrum calculated using 
65536 points; other than this, the two spectra were identical. The 
difference in appearance was caused by the difference in resolution 
of the two spectra. The resolution is given by [31-33] 


Frequency Resolution (Hz) = — 


( 1 ) 


where N is the total number of sample points and T is the sampling 
interval in seconds, which for the sampling rate of 1 MHz is 1 psec 
here. The corresponding resolutions for the 65536 and 32768 point 
spectra are 15.25 Hz and 30.52 Hz, respectively. The fact that the 
two spectra, calculated with all of the data points and again with 
only the first half of the data points, were identical, indicated 
that the low amplitude signal present in the time-domain beyond 
30.0 msec was not providing additional spectral information. Thus, 
all subsequent DFT calculations were made using the first 32768 
(32.768 msec) of the measured data points. 

Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) show the magnitude of the DFT from 10 to 
80 kHz for the pencil lead fracture and the 0.159 cm (1/16 in) 
sphere impact, respectively, each obtained at location 1. The units 
of the magnitude spectrum are volts because [23,31-33] 


F(o3) = TF 
m 


( 2 ) 
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where F(o)) is the continuous Fourier transform, T is the sampling 
interval, and is the discrete Fourier transform. 

The spectra are broadband xd.th greater magnitude at the lower 
frequencies [23]. For example, for the spectrum resulting from the 
pencil lead fracture, the DFT magnitude decreases to a maximum of 
approximately 0.05 V at 200 kHz. For the spectrum resulting from the 
0,159 cm (1/16 in) diameter sphere Impact, the DFT magnitude decreases 
to a maximum of approximately 0.005 V at 200 kHz. The shape of the 
spectrum resulting from the 0.318 cm (1/8 in) diameter sphere impact 
(not shown) is similar to that resulting from the 0.159 cm (1/16 in) 
diameter sphere impact, except for a general increase in the DFT 
magnitude. 

Close examination of Fig. 4 reveals strong similarities between 
the two spectra. Peaks in both spectra appear at the respective 
corresponding frequencies. Similarly, peaks in spectra obtained at 
output transducer location 2 appear at the same frequencies for both 
pencil lead fractures and sphere impacts. 

On the other hand, marked differences between the spectra 
obtained at locations 1 and 2 can be seen from Fig. 5 where the 
spectra from a pencil lead fracture recorded at locations 1 and 2 
are shown in the frequency range of 10 to 30 kHz. High amplitude 
peaks at 17.46 and 21.11 kHz appearing in the spectrum from 
location 1 (Fig. 5(a)) appear at sharply reduced amplitudes in the 
spectrum from location 2 (Fig, 5(b)). A high amplitude peak at 
16.42 kHz appears in the spectrum from location 2 but at a greatly 
reduced amplitude in the spectrum from location 1. These comments 
about the pencil lead fractures spectra apply equally to the sphere 
impacts spectra. 

The pronounced similarities exhibited at either location 1 or 
at location 2 between the spectra resulting from the three different 
inputs suggests that the spectral content of the received signal 
is dominated by the natural frequency response of the test specimen 
itself and is influenced by the transducer location. Also, note 
that the marked differences between spectra at locations 1 and 2 
from the same source lends further support to such a conclusion. 


COMPARISON OF TEST SPECIMEN NATURAL FREQUENCIES WITH OUTPUT SPECTRA 


Five predominant frequencies in the spectra from location 1 
were selected for comparison with natural frequencies of the block. 
The peaks at 17.46, 21.11, and 40.37 kHz were selected because of 
their high amplitudes and narrow bandwidths relative to other 
frequencies. Peaks at 50.95 and 75.64 kHz were chosen arbitrarily 
to extend the frequency range of comparison. The predominant 
frequency at 16.42 kHz from location 2 was also selected because 
of its high amplitude. 
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Nodal patterns [39-41] were successfully measured for all six 
selected frequencies, indicating that the six frequencies were 
natural frequencies of the block. The six natural frequencies 
corresponded exactly to the values of the peaks obtained from the 
spectra. 

The natural frequency nodal patterns obtained for the six 
frequencies, shown with the top and side views of the block, are 
given in Figs. 6 through 11, in order of increasing frequency. The 
heavy lines within the block perimeter represent the nodal lines. 

Note that all six of the nodal patterns are symmetrical at least 
about one axis. Also note that the number of nodal lines increases 
with increasing frequency, resulting in a closer nodal line spacing. 

Nodal lines coincided with the transducer locations for three 
of the six natural frequencies shown in Figs. 6 through 11. They 
were 17.46, 21.11, and 75.64 kHz. A nodal line passes through 
transducer location 2 for both the 17.46 and 21.11 kHz resonant 
modes. A nodal line passes through transducer location 1 for the 
75.64 kHz resonant mode. The sharp reduction in amplitude of the 
peaks at 17.46 and 21.11 kHz in all spectra from location 2 conq)ared 
to those from location 1 (Fig, 5) was a result of the transducer 

being located on a nodal line at location 2. The amplitude of the 

17.46 and the 21.11 kHz frequency components in the spectra from 
location 2 would be zero if the transducer diameter equalled the 
width of the nodal lines, namely zero diameter. Since the transducer 
diameter (1.5 cm) was of a greater dimension than the nodal lines, 

some averaged signal was able to be detected at those frequencies. 

At higher frequencies such as 75.64 kHz, the spacing of the nodal 
lines was comparable to the diameter of the transducer. As a 
consequence, the transducer was responding to both the nodal 
and antinodal regions on the surface of the test specimen. 

Further, it was demonstrated experimentally that the transducer 
resonant response was not responsible for the spectral content of 
the output signals or the presence of the nodal patterns [23]. The 
receiving transducer and the source transducer (used for the nodal 
pattern measurement) were coupled face-to-face and the voltage 
amplitude output of the receiving transducer to a 15 V sinusoidal 
input was recorded. The frequency of the sinusoidal input ranged 
from 10 to 90 kHz and was incremented in 5 kHz steps. The output 
voltage of the receiving transducer was a smooth function of 
frequency. The response curve neither exhibited sharp resonances 
at any of the six frequencies used for nodal analysis nor did it 
show a zero (voltage) output that coxild have been interpreted as 
a node at any frequency. 

The ability to identify natural frequencies of the block, by 
the measurement of nodal patterns at frequencies corresponding 
exactly to peaks in the output spectra, clearly supports the 
statement made earlier that the spectral content of the received 
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III 


signal is dominated by the natural frequency response of the test 
specimen. It has been demonstrated that a further influence on the 
spectral content of the received signal occurs by virtue of the 
location of the transducer; in particular, the transducer's proximity 
to a nodal line. 
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IMPLICATIONS 


The spectral content of the received signal has been shoxra to 
be dominated by the natural frequency response of the test specimen* 

It has also been demonstrated that a further influence on the 
spectral content of the received signal is due to the location of 
the transducer relative to the natural frequency nodal lines. 

Table 1 is a general summary of factors affecting AU parameters 
and measurements due to the presence of specimen resonances. Por 
example, the measurement of crack growth parameters presents a 
unique problem in light of the specimen resonant effects presented 
here. As the crack grows, the geometry of the specimen changes thus 
shifting the resonant frequencies. Identification of resonant 
frequencies at the beginning of a crack growth experiment may be of 
little value by the end of the experiment. An additional consequence 
of the changing specimen resonances during a crack growth experiment 
is that the nodal patterns associated with the resonances also change, 
providing an additional complication. The transducer location might 
be alternately at a node and an antinode as the crack grows and 
the geometry changes. Tims, the output signal would reflect the 
changing nodal patterns in both the time and frequency domains. 

The presumably abrupt changes in the output signal experienced as 
such a test progressed could be incorrectly associated with crack 
growth phenomena. 

Table 2 is a summary of AU parameters and measurements 
affected by the presence of specimen resonances and further in- 
fluenced by transducer location. Spectral characteristics have 
been associated with source identification and source alteration 
[1,21,22]. If the AU source excites resonant frequencies of the 
test specimen, the spectral characteristics of the output signal may 
yield significant information about the test specimen resonances 
but comparatively little information about the source. 

AE and UT parameters are affected by specimen resonances and 
transducer location. A vanishing signal may be obtained from a 
transducer located on a nodal region of the structure. This results 
in, for example, small AE ringdown counts, small stress wave factor, 
and large attenuation. On the other hand, a large signal is obtained 
from a transducer located on an antinodal region of the same 
structure. This results in, for example, large AE ringdown counts, 
large stress wave factor, and small attenuation. 

AE source location based on the comparison of AE event arrival 
times at two or more transducers may also yield misleading results. 

If the transducers operate at a frequency near a specimen resonance 
and are located on antinodal regions, AE events may tend to appear 
to be large in amplitude and long in duration. As the event 
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duration becomes long, superposition of separate events becomes more 
likely. The individual identity of events which have been superposed 
is lost and therefore not available for AE source location. 

Further complications can arise due to AE equipment limitations. 
The event duration may exceed the maximum event duration acceptable 
by the AE equipment. This will result in the premature triincation 
of an event by the equipment and possibly the subsequent re- 
activation of the event duration clock by the same event resulting 
in an erroneous apparent simultaneous arrival of events. Clearly, 
these discussions can be extended to include several additional 
scenarios when some or all of the transducers are located in nodal 
regions of the structure. 


SUGGESTIONS FOR ACOUSTIC-ULTRASONIC TESTING AND REPORTING 


Some suggestions for procedures to be followed for AU testing 
can be made based on the results and implications presented here. 

A proposed AU test procedure is given in Table 3. 

The resonant frequencies and the corresponding nodal patterns 
of the test specimen should be well characterized within the 
frequency range to be studied. It is advisable to use the actual 
test specimen and test configuration (including supports) for the 
determination of nodal patterns and resonant frequencies. The 
effects of the changing specimen geometry should also be 
investigated. After the resonances and mode shapes have been 
determined, a decision should be made as to whether the resonant 
frequencies and the associated mode shapes should be avoided or 
sought during testing. (Resonant frequencies could be 
desirable for the enhanced signal amplitude that restilts.) Further, 
equipment selections shotild be based on the frequencies to be 
investigated. 

The procedures just suggested for AU testing lead to addi- 
tional suggestions for test reporting. Table 4 lists the proposed 
checklist for AU test reporting. The AE checklist presented 
in [3] has been modified to include information on specimen 
resonances and other details such as resolution in the frequency 
domain. The items on the checklist represent a miniTmim for 
comparison purposes and consistent reporting. 
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CONCLUSIONS 


The effects of test specimen resonant frequencies on acoustic- 
ultrasonic (AU) testing have been investigated. The following con- 
clusions can be drawn based on the results, discussion, and 
implications of this work. 

(1) The resonant frequencies of the test specimen dominate 
the spectral content of the output signal when the 
input source has energy at the resonant frequencies. 

(2) The location of the transducer, relative to the 
natural frequency nodal lines, further influences 
the spectral content of the output signal. 

(3) Due to the similarity of the sphere impact and 
pencil lead fracture output signals in both the time 
and frequency domains, the meanings of statements 
regarding repeatibility or reproducibility of any 
AU source must be scrutinized. 

(4) Given test specimens of different geometries but 
identical composition and AU source(s), the spectral 
content of the output signals will be different. 

(5) Given the same AU source (s), specimen material and 
specimen geometry, different output signals will 
result from different transducer locations. 

(6) Source characterization through frequency 
signature analysis should be conducted very 
carefully with full knowledge of specimen and 
transducer frequency characteristics. Without 
this knowledge, signature analysis may yield only 
the resonance signature of the test specimen for 
the particular transducer location used. 

(7) AU parameters and measurements, including ringdown 
counting, event duration, rise time, peak amplitude, 
slope, event count, energy, attenuation, stress 
wave factor and sovce location, can give mis- 
leading results if there is accompanying resonance 
in the test specimen. 
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(8) Careful and consistent placement of the transducer 
on the test specimen is a requirement for the 
meaningful comparison of results between similar 
tests. 

(9) The AU characterization of crack growth is com- 
plicated by changing specimen resonances and nodal 
patterns as the crack grows. 
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TABLE 1 


Factors Affecting AU Parameters and Measure- 
ments Due to the Presence of Specimen Resonances 


Material 

Specimen geometry 

(as modified by deformation during 
crack growth, corrosion or creep 
tests) 

Transducer location 
Transducer characteristics 


L9- 




TABLE 2 AU Parameters and Measurements Affected by the 



20 



TABLE 3 Proposed AU Test Procedure 


1. Determine specimen resonant frequencies within 
the frequency range to be studied. 

2. Determine corresponding nodal patterns. 

3. Investigate effects of changing specimen 
geometry on resonant frequencies and mode shapes 
if appropriate (cracks, corrosion, creep) - 

4. Determine whether specimen resonances are to 
be avoided or sought. 

5. Select transducer based on frequency 
characteristics . 

6. Select transducer location based on mode shapes 
and step 4. 

7. Select appropriate measurement equipment. 
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OSCILLOSCOPE SIGNAL FREQUENCY 



•25 




MAGNITUDE ( V) 














TOP VIEW 



SIDE VIEW 

Fig. 8 Nodal pattern measured at the resonant 
frequency of 21.11 kHz. 












SIDE VIEW 

Fig. 10 Nodal pattern measured at the resonant 
frequency of 50.95 kHz. 


Ill 






TOP VIEW 



SIDE VIEW 


Fig. 11 Nodal pattern measured at the resonant 
frequency of 75.64 kHz. 
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